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1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 18, 20, 21, 24-34, 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Racich et al in view of Sanefuji et al essentially for reasons of 
record noting the following. 

Applicant has cancelled claim 19 and out the recitation into independent claim 18, as 
well as amending the other independent claims to recite the relationship between the 
stretching distance (A) and the stretched film width (C). However, it is respectfully * 
submitted that this relationship would have been within the skill level of the art, absent a 
showing to the contrary. Indeed, it is agreed that the film stretched in Racich has a 
much smaller width than the instant. However, the film of Sanefuji has a width of at 
least 2 meters — as in the instant claims — and it is believed that one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have adjusted the processing parameters accordingly to allow for the 
greater film width, le, since the amount of film to be processed would be much greater, 
it is submitted that one of ordinary skill in the art would have scaled up parameters such 
as stretching distance and the ratio of this to the stretched film width. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed October 12, 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. While applicant states that the stretching of a film 2 meters or 
more in width was not possible at the time of the Racich et al invention, such is not the 
legal standard for obviousness. Indeed, the standard is would such have been 
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possible — or obvious — at the time of the instant invention, not that of the references 
applied. Also, it is not relevant to the instant claims whether Racich et al performs a 
preliminary dry stretching, since it is the stretching in the borate bath that is relevant to 
the instant claimed invention. Applicant again mentions the 5 factors previously argued 
and adds a sixth, the instant ratio of stretching distance to stretched film width. Again, it 
is reiterated that the secondary reference to Sanefuji et al actually teaches factors (1)- 
(3) and Racich et al teaches factor (5). The factors not expressly taught— ie, (4) and (6) 
are respectfully submitted to be obvious expedients in the combination as applied due 
to the stretching of a film of greater width in the first place. Again, lacking a showing to 
the contrary, it is believed that the instant claims would have been prime facie obvious 
based on routine scale-up experimentation. 

3.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot Mathieu D. Vargot 

December 23, 2007 Primary Examiner 
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